Time flies and the 210-th anniversary of Kharkiv University foundation with its medical faculty passed into history. The community is always highly interested in the history of anniversaries because of the "milestones". Issues of their origin and roots are particularly interesting. The same situation occurred this time. In addition, Kharkiv University Consortium was created last year and our university became its part.
education. In 1920 the only Kharkiv University lost its legal status and was broken up Institute of Physics, Chemistry and Mathematics). It is so complicated that it is difficult to find the roots. So, why Kharkiv State University is considered to be the successor of IKhU, and at the same time, we are not considered to be the one? Is that because the main building on Universytetska Street, University Library and the monument to V.N.
Karazin passes into its possession? But we also got all the facilities of the Medical Faculty of IKhU and it happened even earlier, in 1920. It may be the name itself -the "University". At that time Bolsheviks named all single-industry universities as institutes.
We certainly do not wish to discredit the close relationship of Kharkiv modern classical university with its pre-Soviet predecessor but we have the same, if not bigger, reason to consider us as its successor.
Heredity and succession of the University institutions can be considered from two perspectives: legally and actually. In terms of the law we have to divide the terms "succession" and "legal succession". In law there is a term of "legal succession of states", which occurs in the event of termination of states and applies, particularly, to public property. So, in the event of termination of existence of the Russian state by the 
Figure 2. The logo of Yaroslav Mudryi National Law University
It is fully justifiable according to our point of view ( Figure 3 ). 
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Kharkiv National Pedagogical University (Figure 7 ). That is why no further Kharkiv pedagogical scientific schools can be considered as successors of pre-Soviet University (Figure 8) . You have seen different dates on the logos. For clarity, we also demonstrate the logo of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University and the logo of our University ( Figure   9 ). We can see the number "1804" on the logo of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National
University and the number "1805" on our logo.
Figure 9. The logos of Kharkiv National Medical University and V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National University
So what is the actual, historically grounded date of the establishment of Imperial Kharkiv University?
In fact, this issue is simulated and is of scholastic nature only. (Figure 10 ).
Figure 10. The first meeting of the Academic Board of Kharkiv Imperial University
On that day a solemn prayer, sacred procession, the first lectures and the first meeting of the Academic Board were held. Can we consider that the history of the University started at its official opening? We surely can.
People have argued and "crossed their swords" for over 150 years since the 50th anniversary of IKhU. 
416
There is a concept of "citation of authorities" in historical science. So, in the early twentieth century three recognized authorities, three coryphaeus of history: one of them, 
Figure 16. Anniversary monograph, issued for the 200th anniversary of KhSMU
In this respect we acted completely in accordance with the university tradition. It happened through no fault of ours that someone has decided to change it. Both the logo of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University and KhNPU (earlier) have included the figure "1804".
The fact that two terms "establishment" and "opening" are replaced by the term "creation". If we consider the "establishment", it is 1804. And 1805 is the year of opening. As for "creation", both points of view are possible. But for all institutions, which consider themselves as the successors, a single date shall be adopted. Mosaic is unacceptable because it causes the inequality of the successors and it recognizes inferiority of one compared to the others. This is a question of image and prestige. But we cannot get them round to this way of thinking. We cannot force them to change their logos, so does it mean we should change ours? 
